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SUBMISSION PURPOSE Provide performance data obtained a,ccording o a

company devised protocol in support of cloims of
> ’ 1 § A )

hxici‘\'{y 40 and rg‘pe\ k.ncly of deer tick on cats.
- CHEMICAL & FORMULATION N, N-Diethyl-m-tolvamide

S

O‘err isofeers s 0.
Cyano (3-plenoxypheny]) methyl- ‘l‘-ch\oro alpha— " .
(1-methy lethyl) berzeneacetate " 0.09%

(non~qqueous pressunze& liovtd sprqy 7 or 13 £1. 6z)

CUNCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS The data presented in EPA Accession (MRID)
Number 4#12382-01, having been obtained according to o ccmpany devised protocol

which incorporates all essential requirements of & a5- 3) on p. 263and
meets the s%anaari of §35-9 (bjz?-s&% on p, 26% of §R P‘rndua Perfomunce Guide-
lines. are adequate 1o demenstrafe the effectiveness of the subncﬁ;rodud in re—
pelling and kitling the deer tick, Lxodes dammini, the carrier of Lym disease,
when applied m:cur%mq 10 label directions, The data presended in MRID Number
412382-02, having been obtained according to a compan) Awased protocol which
jacorporates essential reqvirements of §QS"W@(SD on p. 264 -6f the Guidelines. -
‘o“re—tﬁdeﬁuo.te. to demonsi-rafe +he eFFedweness of the subj ect product as a repellent
o e
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p- 263 and meets fhe standard of § 5-A(BX2)G) on p. 264 of the Guidelines, are

adequate fo demenstrate the effectiveness of the subject product in killing the

deer tick on dogs when ap \\ed accorg in Qﬁ‘fo {abel dlredl‘;m The data ué\cah
that the in vitro method ove.reshma{es ourtt of spray v ulreci ound
animal body We;sﬁt by abovt 5% when ap as a repeilent bot vnder mai’es

the amourd‘ rcquareé When appli lied as a-toxchof abect 23%.  Also, ﬂve, 2 secon
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Pl OZ".m {Xo: ?r:m:h"z:xsr :1 longnaire animal but neither is si mﬂcanfd
%(}l;e‘: of ese. laims on.ca:l's m +he obsence of data on cats 1S condi-
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i ’th (Y be,m bel ow e no effect level for toxici Y
i&%‘das" stablis heie Sgplisd being sciely
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